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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
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2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 
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5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 2, and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stevens (6,018,339) in view of Graczyk et al. (5,192,999). 

Regarding claim 1 , Stevens discloses an automatic visual correction system for a 
computer screen showing a video signal being modified based on a user's prescription 
(col. 4, lines 20-37). The modified video signal enables a non-perfect vision user to see 
the displayed image on the screen. However, Stevens does not disclose that the 
modified video signal is a television signal which is transmitted from a television station. 
Using a personal computer to receive television signals transmitted from a television 
station Is well known In the art. For instance, Graczyk teaches a television circuit In a 
multimedia computer for receiving television signals from television stations. By using 
the television circuit in the multimedia computer, a user can conveniently watch 
television programs on the computer monitor without using a separate television 
receiver. Hence, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the 
time that the Invention was made to modify Stevens so that the workstation computer 
could be used to watch television programs. 

Regarding claim 2, the prescription for each user is fixed. 
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Regarding claim 4, the correction system of Stevens is not directly attached to a 
television. 

3. Claims 5-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stevens (6,018,339) in view of Naiff (5,982,363). 

Regarding claims 5, 6, 8 and 9, similar to rejections above, Stevens discloses an 
automatic visual correction system for a computer screen showing a video signal being 
modified based on a user's prescription (col. 4, lines 20-37). The modified video signal 
enables a non-perfect vision user to see the displayed image on the screen. However, 
Stevens does not disclose that the delivering device is located at the television station 
end as claimed. In any event, using a personal computer to transmit television signal to 
a remote television receiver is well known in the art such as taught by Naiff. In Naiff, a 
personal computer 20 is being used to transmit image data in conventional television 
format to a remote television receiver 22. Such setup enables a user to conveniently 
view the computer monitor image on the remote television receiver without using 
additional a computer monitor. Hence, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time that the invention was made to adapt the computer image 
transmission scheme of Naiff into Stevens so that the computer generated image could 
be displayed on a remote television receiver. 

Regarding claim 7, the automatic visual correction system can be attached to the 
television receiver instead of on the personal computer. The location of the device 
would have considered an obvious design choice because it can be arbitrarily placed. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 3/1 7/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In considering applicant arguments that Stevens does not disclose that the image 
enhancing operation is performed at the television receiver or at the television station, 
each of Graczyk and Naiff teaches the respective deficiency as stated above. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to M. Lee whose telephone number 571-272-7349. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 9 to 6. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Iran, can be reached on 571-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/M. Lee/ 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 



